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The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 

BUNNING). Without objection, it is so 
ordered. 

Ms. COLLINS. Mr. President, I sug-
gest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. MACK. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GOR-
TON). Without objection, it is so or-
dered. 

f 

GUIDANCE FOR THE DESIGNATION 
OF EMERGENCIES AS A PART OF 
THE BUDGET PROCESS 

CLOTURE MOTION 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the clerk will re-
port the motion to invoke cloture. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 
CLOTURE MOTION 

We the undersigned Senators, in accord-
ance with the provisions of rule XXII of the 
Standing Rules of the Senate, do hereby 
move to bring to a close debate on the pend-
ing amendment No. 297 to Calendar No. 89, S. 
557, a bill to provide guidance for the des-
ignation of emergencies as a part of the 
budget process: 

Trent Lott, Pete Domenici, Rod Grams, 
Mike Crapo, Bill Frist, Michael B. 
Enzi, Ben Nighthorse Campbell, Judd 
Gregg, Strom Thurmond, Chuck Hagel, 
Thad Cochran, Rick Santorum, Paul 
Coverdell, Jim Inhofe, Bob Smith of 
New Hampshire and Wayne Allard. 

VOTE 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is, Is it the sense of the Sen-
ate that debate on amendment No. 297 
to S. 557, a bill to provide guidance for 
the designation of emergencies as a 
part of the budget process, shall be 
brought to a close? 

The yeas and nays are required under 
the rule. 

The clerk will call the roll. 
The assistant legislative clerk called 

the roll. 
Mr. NICKLES. I announce that the 

Senator from Rhode Island (Mr. 
CHAFEE) is necessarily absent. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Are there 
any other Senators in the Chamber de-
siring to vote? 

The result was announced—yeas 53, 
nays 46, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 166 Leg.] 

YEAS—53 

Abraham 
Allard 
Ashcroft 
Bennett 
Bond 
Brownback 
Bunning 
Burns 
Campbell 
Cochran 
Collins 
Coverdell 
Craig 
Crapo 

DeWine 
Domenici 
Enzi 
Fitzgerald 
Frist 
Gorton 
Gramm 
Grams 
Grassley 
Gregg 
Hagel 
Hatch 
Helms 
Hutchinson 

Hutchison 
Inhofe 
Jeffords 
Kyl 
Lott 
Lugar 
Mack 
McCain 
McConnell 
Murkowski 
Nickles 
Roberts 
Santorum 
Sessions 

Shelby 
Smith (NH) 
Smith (OR) 
Snowe 

Specter 
Stevens 
Thomas 
Thompson 

Thurmond 
Voinovich 
Warner 

NAYS—46 

Akaka 
Baucus 
Bayh 
Biden 
Bingaman 
Boxer 
Breaux 
Bryan 
Byrd 
Cleland 
Conrad 
Daschle 
Dodd 
Dorgan 
Durbin 
Edwards 

Feingold 
Feinstein 
Graham 
Harkin 
Hollings 
Inouye 
Johnson 
Kennedy 
Kerrey 
Kerry 
Kohl 
Landrieu 
Lautenberg 
Leahy 
Levin 
Lieberman 

Lincoln 
Mikulski 
Moynihan 
Murray 
Reed 
Reid 
Robb 
Rockefeller 
Roth 
Sarbanes 
Schumer 
Torricelli 
Wellstone 
Wyden 

NOT VOTING—1 

Chafee 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. On this 
vote the yeas are 53, the nays are 46. 
Three-fifths of the Senators duly cho-
sen and sworn not having voted in the 
affirmative, the motion is rejected. 

f 

KOSOVO AND SOUTHWEST ASIA 
EMERGENCY SUPPLEMENTAL 
APPROPRIATIONS ACT, 1999—MO-
TION TO PROCEED 

Mr. GRAMM addressed the Chair. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Texas. 
Mr. GRAMM. Mr. President, it is my 

understanding now we are going to 
have a debate on the cloture motion re-
lated to the steel loan guarantee pro-
gram. It is my further understanding 
that there are two people in favor of it 
who wish to speak for it. Senator NICK-
LES was going to speak against it. 

I ask unanimous consent I might 
have 5 minutes with Senator NICKLES, 
so we would have 10 minutes in favor of 
it and 10 minutes opposed to it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Who yields time? 
Mr. BYRD addressed the Chair. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ate is not in order. The Chair will rec-
ognize the Senator from West Virginia, 
but his time will not start until the 
Senate is in order. 

The Senator from West Virginia. 
Mr. BYRD. Mr. President, I thank 

the Chair for his insistence upon order. 
I urge my colleagues to vote for clo-

ture on this bill and to vote for the 
bill. I am going to direct my remarks 
to that portion of the bill, insofar as I 
can in this brief period, that deals with 
the steel loan guarantee. Mr. DOMENICI 
and others will speak about the similar 
oil and gas loan guarantee. 

There is a real need for this legisla-
tion, for this assistance to American 
firms and to American workers, and 
that need is now. A crisis does exist in 
our own steel industry. The illegal 
dumping of below-cost steel into our 
country is real. 

Our domestic steel industry has been 
seeking remedy through antidumping 

and countervailing trade cases. The 
Commerce Department tells us these 
cases are being considered, but it takes 
time. Opponents of this loan guarantee 
program would have us believe this is 
an excessively costly solution to a non-
existent problem. It is neither. The 
loan guarantee program outlined in 
this bill would provide qualified steel 
producers access to loans through the 
private market that are guaranteed by 
the Federal Government in the same 
way the Federal Government now guar-
antees loans made to homebuilders, 
farmers, even foreign nations such as 
Mexico, Israel, and Russia. It sets no 
precedent. Similar programs have been 
successfully implemented for New 
York City, Lockheed, and Chrysler. 

Both the Congressional Budget Office 
and the Office of Management and 
Budget have calculated the budget au-
thority estimates of this program at 
$140 million, reflective of the fairly low 
risk of default and the value of the po-
tential collateral to be offered. This 
cost is fully offset. I want to stress 
that. This cost is fully offset. The total 
amount of all guarantees will not ex-
ceed $1 billion. All loans must be repaid 
within 6 years with interest. The pro-
gram also contains a funding mecha-
nism for the borrowers to pay for the 
cost of administering the program. Im-
portantly, this loan guarantee program 
is GATT legal. We are still playing fair. 
We are not subsidizing our steel indus-
try. 

I respect those who will oppose this 
measure. But let me ask this question: 
Are we going to ship another U.S. in-
dustry overseas? We have already 
shipped the shoe industry, the leather 
industry, the pottery industry, the tex-
tile industry and other industries. Are 
we going to ship another U.S. industry 
overseas, the steel industry this time? 
Are we going to allow foreign entities 
to make ghost towns of our steel-de-
pendent communities? 

These are loan guarantees, similar to 
the guarantees we have provided for all 
manner of national endeavors in the 
past whenever it was in our national 
interests to do so. We have provided 
such guarantees to foreign nations as 
well whenever we deemed it to be nec-
essary and beneficial to our inter-
national interests. I am not against 
doing that, if it is in our national in-
terests. This bill is a short-term help-
ing hand to a vital American industry 
which is being severely damaged by il-
legal—illegal—foreign dumping. Can 
we not act here to stand up for Amer-
ican businesses and for American work-
ers? This is a pro-American-business 
vote as well as a pro-American-jobs 
vote. 

We have already lost 10,000 jobs in 
the U.S. steel industry since last No-
vember. How many more must we lose 
before we act? When we continue to 
lose these industries and these jobs, are 
you going to explain it on the basis 

VerDate Aug 04 2004 15:12 Oct 02, 2004 Jkt 069102 PO 00000 Frm 00026 Fmt 0686 Sfmt 0634 E:\BR99\S15JN9.000 S15JN9


		Superintendent of Documents
	2016-07-05T10:28:05-0400
	US GPO, Washington, DC 20401
	Superintendent of Documents
	GPO attests that this document has not been altered since it was disseminated by GPO




